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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

 
JONATHAN CORRELL, on behalf of 
himself and all others similarly situated, 
 
      Plaintiff, 
v.  
 
AMAZON.COM, INC., and DOES 1-10, 
 
      Defendant. 

 
Case No. 3:21-cv-01833-BTM-MDD 
 
PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO 
DISMISS COMPLAINT 
PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULES 
OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 12(b)(1) 
and 12(b)(6). 
 
Hearing Date:  June 3, 2022 
Time:  11:00 a.m. 
Judge:  Hon. Barry Ted Moskowitz 
Courtroom: 15B 
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(2) THERE ARE NO STATE OR FEDERAL STATUTORY OR     

LEGISLATIVE ENACTMENTS EVIDENCING A STRONG  

PUBLIC POLICY IN FAVOR OF A BUSINESS  

CATEGORICALLY DENYING ITS SERVICES TO AN  

INDIVIDUAL OR ANOTHER BUSINESS BASED ON THE 

INDIVIDUAL OR OTHER BUSINESS’S OWNER’S RACE,  

SEX, OR SEXUAL ORIENTATION……………………………………14 

 

(3) THERE ARE MANY STATUTORY AND LEGISLATIVE 
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AGAINST DISCRIMINATING BASED ON RACE, SEX, AND 
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ANTIDISCRIMINATION LAWS……………………………………….18 

 

(4) THERE IS NO EVIDENCE IN THE COMPLAINT, OR ANY THAT 

HAS BEEN JUDICIALLY NOTICED, THAT AMAZON’S RACE,  

SEX, AND SEXUAL ORIENTATION-BASED SERVICES  

“FOSTER” DIVERSITY; ON THE CONTRARY, THESE  

EXCLUSIVE SERVICES ACTUALLY DISCOURAGE AND  

HINDER DIVERSITY BY DISCRIMINATING AGAINST MANY 

OF THE GROUPS AMAZON OSTENSIBLY FAVORS………………24 
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